
The Standing of American Ophthalmology.
Milwaukee, March, 23, 1896.

To the Editor:\p=m-\Exceptionmay well be taken to the arrange-
ment of ophthalmic surgeons generally and of ophthalmology
in the rather rambling editorial published in the issue ofMarch
21, which is intended to impress the reader with the idea that
American ophthalmic authors, particularly those of the Ameri-
can Ophthalmological Society are "ashamed of what they
should be proud of."
The innuendoes of this editorial are certainly distasteful to

the majority of the 267 members of the Section on Ophthal-
mology of the American Medical Association, and may be
particularly so to a considerable number of those who are also
members of the American Ophthalmological Society. Perhaps
there may be cause to criticize the 1895 Transactions of the
latter. I am, however, unwilling that such a stricture should
be passed upon American Ophthalmology and upon that large
and growing (!) class of pratitioners who are particularly inter-
ested in this branch of medicine.
This is perhaps the only instance coming to my notice where

ophthalmic authors have been criticized for what they have not
written. Indeed, the large number of technical articles, espe¬
cially on refraction and allied subjects, appearing in general
journals, has been a cause of remark by brother practitioners
who are not specially interested and who will not read such.
"Eye-strain" has been harped upon ad nauseam in this coun¬

try and ophthalmologists have something to do besides fitting
patients with glasses and writing glowing post hoc accounts of
their wonderful effects.
However, the ophthalmic division ofour profession pointswith

pride to the original work of American authors in the line of
refraction and muscular anomalies. The records of even the
last year show that distinct advances in other branches of med¬
icine have been reported by authors whose professional work
and the most of whose writings are of a special nature.
Ophthalmology is still an example for emulation, particularly

as it is represented by the Section on Ophthalmology of the
American Medical Association. I need but refer to the
work done by our members and published in our journal since
the time that the balance of the American Medical Associa¬
tion followed in the lead of the Section on Ophthalmology,
when the Section was so ably reorganized in 1891 by the then
chairman, Dr. Leartus Connor, of Detroit, and his associates.
The methods of this Section were followed by the others and
the pace is still set.
The employment of the columns of the Journal of the

American Medical Association for ill-considered editorials
which reflect upon a part of its members and tend to promote
discord, is to be sincerely disparaged.

H. V. W\l=u"\rdemann.

Abdominal Section for Lead Colic.
Dayton, Ohio, March 18, 1896.

To the Editor:\p=m-\Inyour January issues which I have just
seen, Prof. John B. Murphy reports a case of abdominal sec-
tion for dynamic intestinal obstruction from lead poisoning
and considers it the only one published. I also consider it
the only one and am prompted therefore to report the follow-
ing case of my own: A painter 20 years of age, had had no

passage from the bowels for five days, according to one report
ten days. Abdomen retracted and soft, but tender on one spot
near the umbilicus; considerable pain; vomiting several days,
so-called stercoraceous at last. He had had very copious irriga-
tions, oil enemata, moderate salines and six drops of croton oil
which probably was vomited. His condition was excellent,
pulse slow and regular, temperature 99.6 degrees. Behavior
peevish, so that operation was deferred as long as practicable.
In the interim a third consultant was called who indepen-

dently advised an operation. Abdominal section showTed noth¬
ing, but near the umbilicus a sudden narrowing of the small
intestine to the size of a lead pencil, which narrowing contin¬
ued throughout most of the distal portion of the small gut.
The narrowing disappeared when the intestinal contents were

"stripped" into it and the slightly swollen and bluish bowel
above the obstruction now took on a healthier appearance.
More stripping was done and the abdomen closed. He never

vomited after the operation and became hungry after the first
day ; considerable flatus through the rectal tube but no tym¬
panites ; occasionally slight tormina in flanks ; salines end of
second day gave several movements. Further convalescence
disturbed only by a neural abscess from a bleeding stitch hole.

J. C. Reeve, Jr., M.D.

Satisfied, but Sore.
Fredonia, N. Y., March 19, 1896.

To the Editor:\p=m-\Yoursto hand soliciting my subscription to
the Journal of the American Medical Association.
Not until the Association rids herself of the charge of big-

otry and infallibility, and treats some of her New York mem-

bers, who happen to think differently from her, with more

courtesy and consideration, do I aspire to be a member or
propose to subscribe to her Journal. Besides the Medical
Record and the Buffalo Medical and Surgical Journal fill this
niche of journalism very nicely. I have, however, for you per-
sonally, my dear sir, the highest consideration and esteem.

Very truly yours. Nelson G. Richmond.

Physicians and Surgeons of America. (Illustrated.) A Collection
of Biographical Sketches of the Regular Medical Profession,
edited and compiled by Irving A. Watson, A.M., M.D.,
Concord, N. H., Republican Press Association, 1896.
The published works in this country devoted exclusively to

medical biography are few, chiefly "American Medical Biog-
raphy," by James Thacher, 1828; another volume with the
same title by Stephen W. Williams, 1845; " Lives of Eminent
American Physicians and Surgeons," by S. D. Gross, 1861:
"The Physicians and Surgeons of the United States," by Wm.
B. Atkinson, 1878; " Biography of Eminent American Physi-
cians and Surgeons," by R. French Stone, 1894, and lastly the
work now before us. This is a handsome volume of 843
double coulmn pages containing notices and portraits of 1,218
physicians and surgeons, twenty of whom are women. Accord-
ing to the preface: "All classes of reputable regular practi-
tioners belonging to accredited medical societies have been
recognized from the ablest and most eminent to the unassum-

ing country physician, who tirelessly laboring day and night
for the alleviation of human suffering, is as worthy of a record
as are many who have become more distinguished." We
notice, however, the absence of many whom we regard as at
the head of the profession in their locality, the explanation of
which is no doubt to be found in the absolute refusal of many
physicians to have their biography published while living. As
a matter of fact an obituary flavor does attach to all these
sketches, because we are accustomed to such reading only
after the demise of the individual ; but the excellent portraits
accompanying the text of Dr. Watson's book remove the
funereal flavor and recall to us that our many friends herepre¬
sented are yet among the active laborers in the work of the
profession. The fact that the compiler has been for so many
years the Secretary of the American Public Health Associa¬
tion explains why the work contains notices of so many of the
men who have devoted their attention specially to sanitary
subjects. There is no alphabetic or other systematic arrange¬
ment of the biographic notices, for among the first portraits.
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